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taking the fardl in the usual way. From the narrative in the Bakhar,
it seems clear that all parties thought that something not in accordance
with the prevailing rules was being done, and that the justification or
excuse for its being done was found in the political exigencies of the
occasion. From Jivba Dada's tents, the Peshva proceeded to those of
Parashuram Bhau Patvardhan.108 Here, too, the Peshva had an
invitation to stay for dinner. There was, of course, no caste difficulty
here, as both parties belonged to the same caste-division. But the
Peshva said to Nana, "Parashuram Bhau is in mourning.1*4 What
should be done?" Again Nana was up to the occasion and ready with
his practical advice. "Bhau's wishes/' said Nana, 'cmust not be baulk-
ed on such an occasion as this; some way out of the difficulty about
the mourning shall be found."105 Ultimately the Peshva consented,
and he and ail his party took their night meal at Parashuram Bhau's
camp—Bhau himself sitting apart, and not in the same row with
his guests, in consequence of his mourning. The writer of the Bakhar
says, that on account of the Peshva's condescension, Bhau forgot his
grief for the loss of his nephew, and told108 the Peshva that the
latter's staying to dinner in the house of mourning was an ample reward
to him for his labours in the field.107
On the next point of this sort to which I now proceed to draw
attention, the evidence is not quite as clear as could be wished. Such
as it is, however, 1 will now adduce it. One of the most splendid
festivities celebrated during the days of the Peshva power was on
the occasion of the marriage of Savai Madhavrav. The grand doings
arc described in much detail in the Peshva's Bakhar."* And we
have also a Memorandum dated Sake 1704 (A.D. 1782) containing
""Kharda Bakhar, p. 20.
IMParashuram Bhau's nephew had been killed at the battle of Kharda, and
for ten days after his death, his dwelling and all his family would be in a
state of ceremonial impurity, See Fryer, p. 101.
I05This idea is worthy of note.
""P. 20 Jiva Dada also had expressed himself in terms of similar gratitude.
The elder Madhavrav Peshva's dining with Janoji Bhonsle, as mentioned in
the Lives of the Nagpur Chitnises (KJP.I.S.), p. 3, does not see to be a matter
of much religious or social significance. It appears from Mr. Forrest's Selec-
tions from Bombay State Papers, (VoL I, p. 162), that the elder Madhavrav
Peshva <once invited Mr. Mostyn "to stay and sup with him," and that
Mr. Mostyn did so. How the supper went off, and what were the details of
the arrangements, one would have liked to know, but no information is forth-
coming on that head, as far as I am aware. As to what Westerners think about
Indian preparations, see Ovington's Voyage to Surat pp. 295-6. 397; Forbes's
Oriental Memoirs, Vol. II, p. 49; Tavernief's Travels, Vol. I, p. 409.
>07In his recently published Life by Nigudkar, Parashuram Bhau is, stated
to have been a very pious Hindu. His request to the Peshva, therefore, is
remarkable, as well as Nana*s counsel, and the Peshva's compliance.
1MSee pp. 135-44. The note of the Editor of the Peshva's Bakhar on this
passage seems to me, I confess, hardly to deal fair measure to Mahadji Sindhia.
It is true that Mahadji was in all likelihood not Mmself really a lover of
siieh exhibitions (See Forrest's Selections, VoL I, p. xxix which is presumably
based on Malcolm's Central India, Vol. I, p. 125). And1 doubtless it is, there-
fore, not unfair to infer that he had an object- in arranging for them on tiiis
occasion. Buf the elaborately sinister object attributed to him in tile note

